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IN THE COURT OF APPEALS 

STATE OF ARIZONA 

DIVISION TWO

 

 

WILLIAM SHARKOZY, )  

    ) 2 CA-CV 2009-0099 

 Petitioner/Appellant,   ) DEPARTMENT B 

   )  

 v. ) MEMORANDUM DECISION 

   ) Not for Publication 

CAROL SUE WALKER, ) Rule 28, Rules of Civil 

   ) Appellate Procedure 

  Respondent/Appellee.   ) 

   )  

 

 

APPEAL FROM THE SUPERIOR COURT OF GILA COUNTY 

 

Cause No. DO20090222 

 

Honorable Robert Duber II, Judge 

 

AFFIRMED 

 

 

William Sharkozy     Payson 

      In Propria Persona 

 

Carol Sue Walker    Gilbert 

     In Propria Persona 

 

 

E C K E R S T R O M, Presiding Judge. 

 

 

¶1 Appellant William Sharkozy has brought three prior appeals in this court 

regarding his mother’s assets and estate.  See generally Sharkozy v. Walker, No. 2 CA-
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CV 2009-0098 (memorandum decision filed Mar. 29, 2010); In re Estate of Sharkozy, 

No. 2 CA-CV 2008-0131 (memorandum decision filed Apr. 2, 2009); In re 

Guardianship/Conservatorship of Sharkozy, No. 2 CA-CV 2008-0001 (memorandum 

decision filed Oct. 9, 2008).  Sharkozy’s sister, Carol Walker, has appeared before this 

court as an appellee in two of those cases.  Walker; Estate of Sharkozy.  In his fourth 

appeal, Sharkozy challenges the trial court’s denial of his petition for an order of 

protection against Walker.  We do not reach this issue, however, given the deficiencies of 

Sharkozy’s opening brief. 

¶2 Rule 13(a)(6), Ariz. R. Civ. App. P., requires an appellant’s opening brief 

to provide legal citations and authority for any argument raised therein.  Although 

Sharkozy has appended to his brief certain material providing general information about 

protective orders, this practice does not satisfy the requirements of Rule 13.  Due to his 

failure to comply with the rule, Sharkozy has waived any challenge to the trial court’s 

denial of his petition, and we need not address the issue further.  See Lohmeier v. 

Hammer, 214 Ariz. 57, n.5, 148 P.3d 101, 108 n.5 (App. 2006). 

¶3 Affirmed. 

 /s/ Peter J. Eckerstrom 

 PETER J. ECKERSTROM, Presiding Judge 

CONCURRING: 

 

/s/ J. William Brammer, Jr. 
J. WILLIAM BRAMMER, JR., Judge 

 

/s/ Garye L. Vásquez 

GARYE L. VÁSQUEZ, Judge 
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